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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment filed 26 June 2006 has been entered. The objections to the drawings and 
specification have been overcome by the amendment to the specification and submission of 
replacement drawing sheets. However, due to scope of new claim 26 the drawings are objected 
to as noted below. 



Dramngs 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1, 83(a). The drawings must show every 

feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the structure comprising "exactly one 

pole sleeve for each pole segment," as recited in claim 26, must be shown or the feature(s) 

canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Li particular, the pole segment is defined in claim 21 as that portion extending from the 

top to one end of the pole, i.e., two pole segments per pole, and there is no embodiment depicting 

one pole sleeve per pole segment, rather FIG. 1 depicts at least four pole sleeves per pole 

segment, FIG. 3 depicts four, FIG. 4 depicts five, and FIG. 5 depicts eight. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the inmiediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one 
figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be 
renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, first paragraph 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 26 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Applicant has not indicated where support in the original disclosure can be found 
for new claims 26 and 33. The pole segments are defined as the portion fi"om the top of 
the tent to the end of the pole. The specification as originally filed fails to disclose a 
structure comprising three (claim 26) or four (claim 33) supports comprising exactly one 
pole sleeve for each pole segment. Therefore, applicant has not shown possession of the 
invention recited in claims 26 and 33. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, second paragraph 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 25-27 and 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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Claim 25: The recitation of "at least one pole sleeve" must be related to or clearly 
distinguished from the first, second, and third supports recited in claim 21. 
Claim 26: The recitation of "exactly one pole sleeve for each pole segment" is confusing 
because the structure, as defined in claim 21, comprises three distinct supports for each 
pole segment. The pole sleeve must be related to or clearly distinguished from the first, 
second, and third supports recited in claim 21. 

Claim 27: The recitation of "plurality of pole sleeves" is confiising because the structure, 
as defined in claim 21, comprises three distinct support for each pole segment. The 
plurality of pole sleeves must be related to or clearly distinguished from the first, second, 
and third supports recited in claim 21. 

Claim 32; The recitation of "at least one pole sleeve" must be related to or clearly 
distinguished from the first, second, third, and fourth supports recited in claim 28. 
Claim 33: The recitation of "exactly one pole sleeve for each pole segment" is confiising 
because the structure, as defined in claim 28, comprises four distinct supports for each 
pole segment. The pole sleeve must be related to or clearly distinguished from the first, 
second, third, and fourth supports recited in claim 28. 

Claim 34: The recitation of "plurality of pole sleeves" is confiising because the structure, 
as defined in claim 28, comprises four distinct support for each pole segment. The 
plurality of pole sleeves must be related to or clearly distinguished from the first, second, 
third, and fourth supports recited in claim 28. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 21, 25, 26, 28, 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 

by Weber (US-5273142). 

In light of dependent claims 26 (and 33), for this rejection, the parent claims have been 
interpreted as the three (and four) supports being integral with each other, i.e., exactly one 
pole support for each pole segment. 

Claim 21, 25 and 26: Weber discloses a tent comprising: a top (e.g., top 24; FIG. 5); floor 
edges (e.g., floor edges 28, 30, 32, 34; FIG. 5); sidewalls extending from the floor edges 
to the top (e.g., front and sidewalls 12, 16; FIG. 5); at least one pole having first and 
second ends (e.g., poles 48, 50; FIG. 5) and that is bent to extend along the sidewalls and 
over the top (e.g., FIG. 2) and that is attached at the two ends at first and second locations 
at or near the floor edges (FIG. 5 depicts the ends of the poles at or near the floor edges), 
the pole defining a first pole segment (e.g., 46) extending between the top and the first 
location and a second pole segment (e.g., 48) extending between the top and the second 
location; for at least one of the pole segments (e.g., segment 48 in FIG. 5) a structure for 
supporting the sidewalls (e.g., 12 in FIG. 5) atieast partly by the pole, the structure 
comprising: 
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a first support for suspending the sidewall (12) at a first position adjacent the top 
(e.g., near reference character 20 in FIG. 5), the first support being configured to support 
the first position a first distance fi-om the pole (the first distance is the distance between 
the upper portion of pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); 

a second support for suspending the sidewall at a second position adjacent the 
second location (e.g., near reference character 44 in FIG. 5) and spaced ft-om the first 
location (i.e., the first location is at the opposite end of the pole segment from the second 
location as depicted in FIG. 5), the second support being configured to support the second 
position a second distance fi-om the pole (e.g., the second distance is the distance between 
the lower portion of pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); and 

a third support for suspending the sidewalls at a third position between the first 
and second positions (e.g., approximately at the middle portion of the sleeve above 
reference character 36 in FIG. 5), the third support being configured to support the third 
position at third distance fi"om the pole (e.g., the third distance is the distance between the 
middle portion of the pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); 

the third distance being greater than the first distance (the third distance at the 
middle portion of the pole segment 48 is greater than the first distance at the upper 
portion of the pole segment 48 as depicted in FIG. 5), and the third distance being greater 
than the second distance (the third distance at the middle portion of the pole segment 48 
is greater than the second distance at the lower portion of the pole segment 48 as depicted 
in FIG. 5). 
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Claim 28, 32 and 33: Weber discloses a tent comprising: a top (e.g., top 24; FIG. 5); floor 
edges (e.g., floor edges 28, 30, 32, 34; FIG. 5); sidewalls extending from the floor edges 
to the top (e.g., front and sidewalls 12, 16; FIG. 5); at least one pole having first and 
second ends (e.g., poles 48, 50; FIG. 5) and that is bent to extend along the sidewalls and 
over the top (e.g., FIG. 2) and that is attached at the two ends at first and second locations 
at or near the floor edges (FIG. 5 depicts the ends of the poles at or near the floor edges), 
the pole defining a first pole segment (e.g., 46) extending between the top and the first 
location and a second pole segment (e.g., 48) extending between the top and the second 
location; for at least one of the pole segments (e.g., segment 48 in FIG. 5) a structure for 
supporting the sidewalls (e.g., 12 in FIG. 5) at least partly by the pole, the structure 
comprising: 

a first support for suspending the sidewall (12) at a first position adjacent the top 
(e.g., near reference character 20 in FIG. 5), the first support being configured to support 
the first position a first distance from the pole (the first distance is the distance between 
the upper portion of pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); 

a second support for suspending the sidewall at a second position adjacent the 
second location (e.g., near reference character 44 in FIG. 5) and spaced from the first 
location (i.e., the first location is at the opposite end of the pole segment from the second 
location as depicted in FIG. 5), the second support being configured to support the second 
position a second distance from the pole (e.g., the second distance is the distance between 
the lower portion of pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); and 
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a third support for suspending the sidewalls at a third position between the first 
and second positions (e.g., approximately at the middle portion of the sleeve above 
reference character 36 in FIG. 5), the third support being configured to support the third 
position at third distance fi-om the pole (e.g., the third distance is the distance between the 
middle portion of the pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); 

the third distance being greater than the first distance (the third distance at the 
middle portion of the pole segment 48 is greater than the first distance at the upper 
portion of the pole segment 48 as depicted in FIG. 5), and the third distance being greater 
than the second distance (the third distance at the middle portion of the pole segment 48 
is greater than the second distance at the lower portion of the pole segment 48 as depicted 
in FIG. 5); and 

a fourth support for suspending sidewalls at a fourth position between the third 
and first positions (e.g., at the portion between the middle portion of the sleeve and the 
top end of the sleeve); 

the fourth distance being greater than the first distance, and the fourth distance 
being less than the third distance (inherent because the sleeve of Weber is tapered toward 
each end of the sleeve as depicted in FIG. 5). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 21-23, 25, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Weber (US-5273142) in view of Nichols (US-4352362). 

Claim 21 : Weber discloses a tent comprising: a top (e.g., top 24; FIG. 5); floor edges 
(e.g., floor edges 28, 30, 32, 34; FIG. 5); sidewalls extending from the floor edges to the 
top (e.g., front and sidewalls 12, 16; FIG. 5); at least one pole having first and second 
ends (e.g., poles 48, 50; FIG. 5) and that is bent to extend along the sidewalls and over 
the top (e.g., FIG. 2) and that is attached at the two ends at first and second locations at or 
near the floor edges (FIG. 5 depicts the ends of the poles at or near the floor edges), the 
pole defining a first pole segment (e.g., 46) extending between the top and the first 
location and a second pole segment (e.g., 48) extending between the top and the second 
location; for at least one of the pole segments (e.g., segment 48 in FIG. 5) a structure for 
supporting the sidewalls (e.g., 12 in FIG. 5) at least partly by the pole, the structure 
comprising: 

a first support for suspending the sidewall (12) at a first position adjacent the top 
(e.g., near reference character 20 in FIG. 5), the first support being configured to support 
the first position a first distance from the pole (the first distance is the distance between 
the upper portion of pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); 
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a second support for suspending the sidewall at a second position adjacent the 
second location (e.g., near reference character 44 in FIG. 5) and spaced from the first 
location (i.e., the first location is at the opposite end of the pole segment fi'om the second 
location as depicted in FIG. 5), the second support being configured to support the second 
position a second distance from the pole (e.g., the second distance is the distance between 
the lower portion of pole segment 48 and the sidewall 12); and 

a third support for suspending the sidewalls at a third position between the first 
and second positions (e.g., approximately at and above reference character 36 in FIG, 5), 
the third support being configured to support the third position at third distance fi-om the 
pole (e.g., the third distance is the distance between the middle portion of the pole 
segment 48 and the sidewall 12); 

the third distance being greater than the first distance (the third distance at the 
middle portion of the pole segment 48 is greater than the first distance at the upper 
portion of the pole segment 48 as depicted in FIG. 5), and the third distance being greater 
than the second distance (the third distance at the middle portion of the pole segment 48 
is greater than the second distance at the lower portion of the pole segment 48 as depicted 
in FIG. 5). 

The claim has been interpreted as comprising at least three distinct. supports, i.e., 
first, second, and third, whereas Weber depicts first, second, and third supports that are 
integral. Thus, Weber lacks three distinct supports. 

Nichols teaches structure that comprise at least three supports for each pole 
segment (e.g., sleeve segments 24a, 24b, 24c; FIG. 1) and alternatively the supports 
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comprise at least three supports for each pole segment (e.g., support straps 80a, 80b, 80c, 
80di and tab 55 may comprise a strap (4:65-67); FIG. 7). Such an arrangement permits 
access to joints present in a collapsible bent pole. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the unitary or integral support of Weber to include three 
distinct supports, such as suggested by the support sleeves of Nichols, in order to permit 
access to joints in a collapsible bent pole. Applicant has provided no evidence that three 
separate supports achieves an unexpected result. 

Claims 22 and 23: The Weber pole is attached at two diagonally opposite comers of the 
tent (e.g., opposite comers attached to the ends of 46 and 48 respectively, FIG. 2). 

Claims 25 and 27: In the combination, the structure comprises a plurality of sleeves as 
noted with regard to Nichols (see claim 21 above). 

Claim 28: Weber discloses a support that has a greater distance from the sidewall at the 
center of the pole segment than at the end of the pole segment. Weber lacks the support 
being four distinct supports. 

Nichols teaches structure that comprise at least four supports for each pole 
segment (e.g., FIG. 7 which depicts a plurality of supports (80a-80d) for the lower 
portion of the pole and tab 55 may comprise a strap (4:65-67)). Such an arrangement 
permits access to joints present in a collapsible bent pole. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify further the unitary or integral support of Weber to include 
four supports, such as suggested by the distinct support sleeves of Nichols, in order to 
permit access to joints in a collapsible bent pole. Applicant has provided no evidence 
that four separate supports achieves an unexpected result. 

Claims 29 and 30: The Weber pole is attached at two diagonally opposite comers of the 
tent (e.g,, opposite comers attached to the ends of 46 and 48 respectively, FIG. 2). 



7. Claims 24 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weber 
(US-5273142) and Nichols (US-4352362) as applied to claims 21 and 28 above, and further in 
view of Nelson (US-61 94329). 

Claims 24 and 3 1 : Nelson teaches the common use of a fain fly (1 :26-52) over a tent to 
form a double wall system in order to provide added protection fi-om driving wind and/or 
rain for all the openings of the tent. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify further the Weber and Nichols combination to include a 
rain fly, such as taught by Nelson, in order to provide added protection from driving wind 
and/or rain for all the openings of the tent. It is inherent in the combination that a rain fly 
used over the tent would be spaced outward from the sidewalls by the third spacing at the 
third location. 
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Response to Arguments 
8, Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21-34 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamara L. Graysay whose telephone number is 571-272-6728. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter M, Cuomo, can be reached on 571-272-6856. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA^ or 571-272-1000. 




Tamara L. 0aysa^ 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3636 
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